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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413FP) Serial No.: 10/734,532 



Continuation of Brief Description of Argument to be Presented: 
Ref.A 

Ref. A does not teach a method for attestation. As indicated in the present specification {page 2, lines 
10-17), prior art attesting systems do not perform tests on running systems. One of the advantages of 
the present invention is providing an attesting system to perform integrity measurements on executing 
programs (see page 3, lines 1-8). The performance monitoring system disclosed in Ref. A does not teach 
such an attesting system. 

Ref. A also does not teach "measuring code as the code is being loaded." Ref. A discloses taking 
measurements during the execution of a transaction (see, e.g. col. 4, fines 4-18 which teach measuring 
the processing time of a transaction). The present invention, however, takes measurements as the 
code is loaded so that the system can be properly attested and verified before executing the transaction 
(see, e.g., page 9, lines 7-9). 

Ref.C 

The Examiner agreed in the last interview that Refs. A and B do not teach "marking the earlier 
measurement as changed and adding the new measurement to the list." Ref. C also fails to teach this 
element of claim 12. Ref. C clearly teaches that the 'Contracts' and 'Scanner Status' tables contain only 
one record for each scanner and that these values are changed/modified when the relevant information 
changes (see e.g., col. 7, line 59-60; col. 10, lines 63-65; and col. 12, lines 38-55). The portions of Ref. C 
cited by the Examiner only teach keeping a history of the changes made to the 'Contracts' and 'Scanner 
Status' tables in a separate 'Audit' table, i.e. Contract Audit Table is history for Contract Table (see col. 7, 
line 66 - col. 8, line 4); Scanner Status Audit Table is history for Scanner Status Table (see col. 11, lines 
51-55). In contrast, the present invention stores the earlier measurements and new measurements in 
the same measurement list (See Fig. 4 and page 14, lines 14-19). 



